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SS νπνιαννν νννινeνννεNανν 
e Ton FRY 
ANSWER 
1 
Mr. LESLIE's 


L E T TEM 


REVEREND STR, 


Pax Þ ON peruſing your Letter written 
to Mr. B — concerning what you 
are pleaſed to call the New Separa- 
tion, I was not a little ſurprized to 
find a Scrap of a Letter written to 
you a great while ago, by one who has a great 
Palue tor you, and in a friendly manner,expoſed 
in Print before you did him the Honour to ac- 
knowledge the Receipt of it: He has been long 
perſuaded that it had miſcarry'd, becauſe he 
never heard that it reached you till now. But 
| was ſtill more ſurprized when I found the De- 
ſign and Meaning of it ſo miſtaken and per- 
og I e 
I SHALL not attempt to anſwer your Let- 
ter Paragraph by Paragraph, becauſe that were 
to do again what has been effectually done al- 
. ready 
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ready by ſeveral Reverend Gentlemen at full 
Length, even before your Letter was written; ſo 
that either your Correſpondents have failed 
you, in not ſending you what was publiſhed 
upon the Subject, or you are willing not to 
know what has paſſed upon it; either of which, 
one would think, might have ſaved you the 
Trouble of writing upon a Subject which you 
have not ſufficiently conſidered, eſpecially when 
you have ſhewed, by your Letter, that you are 
ſtrangely miſtaken in Facts, as well as very far 
behind-hand with this Part of the World, in 
this Diſpute, So it appears that you have put 
yourſelt in a Paſſion againſt things which do 
not exiſt, and have given hard Words to People 
that wiſh you very well, and who are not guil- 
ty of what you lay to their Charge. 
A rr I propoſe to do at preſent is, firſt to give 
a Copy of that Lerter which you mention, ſo 
far as it relates to this Affair; and this I have 
Leave to do from him that wrote it; and he 
hopes you will take it as a Sign of his Reſpe& 
for you, that he allows no more of it to be 
printed; for, all your Calling of Names, and un- 
due Scverities notwithſtanding , he deſires you 
ſhould know, he has ſtill a very great Honour 
for you. Inthe next place, I bon, to inform 
you, as you dcfire, in the three Preliminaries, 
which are very reaſonable ones; and when I 
read them, I did not imagine you would have 
written upon the Subject untill you had been 
ſatisficd about them: And then 1 deſign to lay 
ſome things before you, as they occurred to me 
in reading over your Letter twice. 


The 
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The Letter which was ſent you is as followeth : 


Dear Sir, London, Nov. 12.1717. 
4 LATEITIx heard of a Letter from you to 
5 | a Friend in the Old-Baih, and I begg'd a 
« A Sighrof it, that I might be ſatisfied whe- 
ther it were ſuch as it was reported to be. 
* ] read it, and find thereby that you have heard 
« of ſome unhappy Diviſions amongſt ſome of 
c your Old Friends, and that you are writing 
* upon the ſubje& Matter of them. 

PH E Friendſhip I have long had for you, 
© and the juſt Eſteem I ſtill have of you, makes 
* me think myſelf obliged to let you know, 
*© that, as far as I can percieve by your Letter, 
your Informers have neither been juſt to you, 
nor to the Diſpute ; for in the firſt place, I am 
very confident Popery is equally the Deteſta- 
* tion and Abhorrence of both Sides. And in 
the next place, there is not the leaſt, nor ſmal- 
*< leſt Article of Popery in the Diſpute; it is en- 
* tirely out of the Queſtion, and neither Side 
* denics this. | 

* Bur that you may the better judge, I 
* ſhall now ſhew you the true State ot the 
* Calc, fairly and impartially, without lcan- 
ing to one hand or the other. 

TRE RE are ſome amongſt us of all Or- 
6e ders, who are very defirous to have ſomc 
* things, which they belicve ro be Primitive, 
© reſtored to Practice; particularly they think 
oy Edward VI. W firſt Liturgy preferible to that 
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* now in Uſe amongſt us,and would be glad to 
< have it reſtored entirely; yet rather than di- 
vide, or than the Peace of the Church ſhould 
ce be broken , they have offered to be ſatisfied 
* with what follows. 
* Firſt, Tnar Water be conſtantly mixed with 
* theWine in the Holy Euchariſt : Believing our 
<« Bleſſed Loxp gave it ſo, and that it was ever 
c the Practice of the whole Catholick Church both 
c Eaſtern and Weſtern, from the Beginning to 
** this Day, except amongſt the Calvinrſts and 
e ſome other Sectariet; and in our Church, when 
* Bucer prevaiicd, upon the Bottom of Cabvin 
© and Zwinglius, to get it left off, in the Re- 
i * form of King Edward VI.. firſt Liturgy. 
< Dr. Hickes found this Cuſtom of mixing Water 
1 * with the Wine in Barkin Church, practiſed it 
| © there, and every where elſe, throughout the 
[f % Courſe of his Life; and it is allo, and hath 
long been, the Practice of ſeveral other Chur- 
ce ches in London, &c. _ | 
« Secondly, Tnar the Words Militant here on 
Earth be always omitted out of the Ryubrick 
« of the Prayer for the whole State of CyR1sT's 
* Church ; as being (ſay they) an Unprimitive 
© Contraction of that Article of our Creed, THE 
© COMMUNION OF SAINTS, and bringing 
«© of it into too narrow a Compals,and as being 
© inconſiſtent with the Paragraph of Commemo- 
ration, towards the latter End of that Prayer, 
#1 & which was added fince the Reſtoration. 
| © Thirdly,THarT in the Prayer of Conſecration, 
* the Petition may be always, Hear us, O Mer- 
S ciful 


(2) 
« ciful FATHE Ry We moſt humbly beſeech Thee; 
c -13{efs theſe thy Creatures of Bread and Wine, 
and grant that e receiving them, &c. 
„ Fils they demand, believing that the 
Words of Inſtitution are not ſo properly 
« Words of Conſecration, as of Authority, or giv- 


A 
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eQ 
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ing Power to Conſecrate. And although they 


do preferr the whole Paragraph which is in 
King Edward VI." firſt Liturgy, whereby 
«© the FATHER is invoked to ſend the Hory 
« GHosT upon that Occaſion, yet for Peace, 
“ and rather than divide, they are ſatisfied if 
ee the Word Bleſs be added, as above, believ- 
ing that the [vocation is thereby implyed, 
and vertzually performed. Bos 
_ <Fourthly, Tnar the Prayer of Oblation, even} 
* as it is worded in the preſent Liturgy, be al- 
* ways added immediately after the Words of 
ce Inſtitution, before Communicating. And this 
* they demand upon the Belief that rhe Holy 
« Euchariſt is a Sacrifice proper, and therefore 
© to be offered before it be conſumed or eaten. 
And you may remember who wrote a Pre- 

face to a Book, which aſſerts, that it is a pro- 
<* per Sacrifice. ..*, ..  _ 

* To the Propoſals above mentioned, this 
following Paragraph is added. | 

* THAT, notwithſtanding our Perſuaſion, 
* that none of theſe Primitive Uſages can be 
e diſpenſed with, yet we do not inſiſt on their 
being received by our Brethren as neceſſary 
* things; provided they officiate by them, they 
-- may, if they pleaſe, declare their Compliance 
„ means 
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„means no more than Temporary Conceſſions, 
© and Expedients for Union. | 
Now I have given you the true State of 
** the Caſe at full Length, for theſe are all the 
© Demands, and there is no more asked; in- 
** deed there is more wiſhed for by thoſe who 
* demand theſe, but no more is inſiſted upon. 
** Do you then judge, whether this be intro- 
** ducing Popery, or making the Reformation 
* more defenſible. By Popery however I do not 
* mean all that the Latin Church holds and 
practiſeth, but only what ſhe hath introduced 
* of Error and Corruption; elſe farewell our 
** Old Creeds, as well as her New one. So much 
** for the one Side of the Queſtion. | 
** On the other hand, none of the worthy 
Gentlemen who are againſt theſe Alterations 
ce do ſay, that they are ſinful, or not to be wiſhed 
< for, or that they are not Primitive. They are 
* againſt them only becauſe they think this is 
not a proper Time to introduce them; and 
that from political Confiderations, And al- 
* though they think them not eſſential, and that 
ce rebus fic ſtantibus, they are againſt them, yet 
ce they with they may be introduced, or reſtored, 


* - 


* at ſome other Time. 5 

c FARTHER, the chief Men who are againſt 
* theſe Alterations have, one or other of them, 
* and amongſt them, practiſed all which the o- 
* ther Side demandeth. For Inſtance, Mr. -— 
* adminiſtred the Holy Sacrament at Dr.Hzickes's 
© for Years, where the good Dean always took 
te Care to have Water mixed with the Wine. 


And 
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| « And when he (the Dean) officiated himſelf, he 5 
« always for ſeveral Years, whenever I was with 
« him, which was very often, added the full Pa- 
ce ragraph of invoking the Far HER to ſend the Ho- 
c LV GH Os T, Oc. and never ſaid Militant here 
« oy Earth, and always placed the Oblatory Prayer 
ce before Diſtribution. Again, Mr. — has tor ma- 
| © ny Years placed the Oblatory Prayer before Di- 
ce ſtribution, &c. | Et, 
« Bur by your Letter, it ſeems, your Informets 
| © gave you one very Wicked Innuendo, (tor 1 can- 
« not think it had its Riſe in your Breaſt) as if they 
«* who deſire theſe Alterations, did ſo with a politi- 
cal View; bur I hope now you will eaſily per- 
* ceive how falſe an Aſperſion that is, ſince there is 
* no Declining towards Popery in any of their De- 
© mands. 
No w, dear Sir, my Reaſon for being at this 

« Pains to give you an Account of the true State 
of this Diſpute, is from true Friendſhip, and there- 
fore I pray you to look cer you leap; write 
* not in the Dark, and fight not againſt thoſe that 
„do not fight againſt you; and conſider that it 
* hath pleated Almighty GOD to bleſs ſeveral of 
« your Writings moſt extraordinarily, by making 
« {ome of them the Means of the Converſion of ma- 
© ny Thouſands to Chriſtianity ; others of them in 
* ſettling and fixing many who wavered; and o- 
* thers of them in making very many imbibe 
« much better Notions, both of Church and State, 
* than they had heard or thought of before, 
„Were it not a great Pity then to forfeit any 
Part of ſo valuable a Reputation, ſo well pur- 
* chalcd , by either Writing in the Dark, or by 
* Writing againſi what yourſelf has publickly ap- 

; | | "Wi B 
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** proved of, or recommended to the World; or by 
* Writing againſt any Thing or Uſage which is tru- 
* ly Primitive, and not ſo much as pretended to be 
© otherwiſe. Therefore I pray you, for GO D's 
« ſake, and for your ow" ſake, that you attempt no 
“ ſuch Writing, untill you be firſt perfectly well 
ijnſor med of the State of the Caſe; and when you 
« arc fully ſatisficd that you are ſo, by hearing 
* whar is ſaid hinc inde, then, in GOD's own 
“ Name, do as GOD ſhall direct you, without 
* Prejudice, Paſſion or Partiality. And for what 
6 have now written as Fact, you have my Leave 
* to publiſh me infamous to the World, if, after 
< the ſtricteſt Examination, you find that I have 
* vary'd from Truth. 

TH1s is the Letter you are pleaſed to referr to 
p. 5. without telling when it was dated, which 
was before the New Offices were made, and then 
indeed there was more wiſhed for than the four 
Propoſals; but ſo ſoon as theſe Offices came out, 
which was on the 5 5h of April, 1718. we were per- 
fectly ſatisfied, and are ſo far from demanding 
more, that now, even now, we would be overjoy'd 
to have our old Friends accept of the four Propo- 
ſals ; which if they did, or whenever they think fit 
to do, we will receive them with open Arms, and 
communicate with them at their Altars, and make 
them very welcome to communicate at ours. Which | 
then is to blame, we, for acting according to our 
Conſciences in Communion with the whole Catholick 
Church from the Beginning till very lately, and 
that only in a little Corner of the Earth ; or they, 
who retuſe ro communicate with us upon Terms 
confeſſedly Primitive, and not finful, who have 

| | no 


"EE ) | 
no material Objection againſt our Propoſals of Peace 
and Unity, but the Word Now ? It is never well 
when Religion is made ſubſervient to Politicks : 
S. Paul commanded S. Timothy to preach the Word, 
and to be Inſtant in Seaſon, and out of Seaſon. He 
had not the ſame Notion of Now that hath prevail- 
ed of late. The Reformation had as ſtrong Obje- 
ctions againſt it to the full, as theſe Alterations 
have from the Now; and the Papiſis had a longer 
Preſcription in favour of their Popery, than can be 
pleaded for the puritanical Alterations, which were 
introduced upon the firſt Reformed Liturgy of King 
Edward VI. ' And if that be of any Weight in this 
Caſe, it had a Parliamentary Eſtabliſhment as well as 
an Ecclefraſtical ; and the Parliament, which confir- 
med the-ſecond Liturgy, ſhewed evidently, by the 
Character it gave of the firſt, of its being compiled 
BY THE AID OF THE HOILIYGRHOs x, that it 
yielded to give a Sanction to the ſecond, unwil- 
lingly, and not from thinking it better than the 
firſt. And after all, even that ſecond hath been oft- 
ner than once Reviſed, and has ſtood ſeveral times 
Corrected and Amended, though never to the Stand- 
ard of the firſt, But the hard Names which are 
now givenus, who are for bringing it upto the full 
of its Primitive Purity, would make Strangers to 
the Diſpute believe we were corrupting the Sacred 
Records, and introducing the Worſhip of the Devil, 
by ſacrificing Children to him; for Popery is now 
become perfectly Orthodox in its Infallibility, in its 
Worſhiping of Saints and Angels, in its half Com- 
munion, in its Purgatory, &c. in compariſon of theſe 
new Separatiſts, Euthokaſt, Seekers, Schiſmaticks; 


with a very long, &c. of more hard Names given; 


and others, we doubt, which are now kept in Petto, 
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to be luſtily thrown about upon a good Occaſion ; 
and all this for the Word Maw. 

In the next place, I deſign to ſatisfy you as 
well as I can concerning your three very rea- 
ſonable Preliminaries, and I wiſh you had held | 
there ; the firſt whereof is, 

« WHo made the Separation? Did they ſe- 
© parate from you, becauſe you put Water in 
% your Wine? Or did you ſeparate from them, 


_ * becauſe they did not? 


I aNSWER, They made the Separation , be- 
cauſe we put Water in our Wine at the Altar, 
although ſome of themſelves did it at the Altar, 
and ſome ſtill do it (by Principle) but unknown 
to the People: And although we are willing to 
communicate with them upon the Terms above 
mentioned in the Letrer. ” 

You ſecond Preliminary is, © By what Au- 
* thority was this done? 

IANSWER, By Authority of all the Biſhops of 
that Communion before any Separation. This you 
may perhaps wonder at, but yet it is Fact; for all 
of them mer at one of their Houſes, except one, 
who ſent word he was indiſpoſed, and there it 
was agreed by all preſent, that K. Edward VI. * 
firſt Liturgy ſhould be reſtored to Practice; and un- 
till that could be done, a primitive Form of invo- 
king the FaTHex to ſend the Hory GaosT upon 
the ſacred Symbols, ſhould be added to the preſent 
Conſecration Prayer in the publick Liturgy. This 
was unanimouſly agreed to by all preſent, and all 
the Biſhops of that Communion were preſent, except 
one, who made no Objection againſt what was thus 
agreed to by his Brethren,when he had firſt an Ac- 
count given him of their Proceedings, nor indeed 
TF die 
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for a good while after, untill that the Now ſtruck 
their Fanſies: And if any of the worthy Gentlemen 
that were then preſent have happened to forget 
what paſſed at that Time, there are Authentick Do- 
cuments ſomewhere, as I am very well informed, 
to prove all this. Thus, I think, I have ſufficient- 
ly ſatisfied your ſecond Preliminary. 

Your third Preliminary is thus:“ I would be 
glad to know the Steps and Meaſures were ta- 
« ken, and the reaſonable Methods purſued in 
e the Determination of the Synod, or major 
„Number of the Epiſcopal College. 

T EIS third Preliminary is of the leſs Conſe- 
quence, in that I have ſo plainly anſwered the two 
tormer; nor can I pretend to anſwer it ſo clearly 
as I would, unleſs I were to give you the Hiſtory of 
above a Year's Proceedings, which would be too 
tedious, and otherwiſe inconvenient. But this I 
do averr to you, that theſe Gentlemen with the 
long and hard Names acted with Candor, and ac- 
cording to primitive Rules, and with great Regard 
to their Brethren, in their whole Procedure. And 
there are ſufficient Documents for this alſo ſome- 
where, which are very Aut henticꝶk. 

AN Dp now, in the laſt place, I deſign to lay 
beſore you ſome 'Things as they occurred to me 
in my firſt and ſecond Reading of your Letter 
to Mr. B—. I do not pretend to rank them 
in due Order, for ] ramble after you, and write 

them as I go along. | - 1 

Pray Sir, conſider, Whether it be juſt to 
condemn any one, without firſt hearing what he 
hath to ſay in his own Defence? And how you 
come inveſted with this condemnatosry Power 

over your Speriors and Equals? | 

l | | Wur- 
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 WuzrTuzR Haranguing and Declaiming a- 


| gainſt People, be right Reaſoning, good Divini- 


ty, or the way to make Converts ? 

WHrz THER Reflections and bitter Expreſſions, 
and Calling of Names, be decent in the Mouth 
or from the Pen of a Clergy-man, eſpecially in 
Religious Matter? | 

WHETHER there is either Precept or Exam- 
ple in Holy Writ , to give Countenance to ſuch 
contemptuous, ludicrous Treatment of any Ad verſa- 
ry, eſpecially of Superior, Equals, and Brethren ? 

WreTHex the Holy Scriptures themſelves may 
not ſuffer by your Arguments againſt Tradition ? 

Is it fair to put thoſe Traditions of the Jes, 
by which they perverted their Law, and made it 
of none Effect, and which were moſt juſtly con- 
demned by our Bleſſed Lo xD, upon the ſame 
Footing with the truly Apoſtolical Traditions, atteſt- 
ed by the concurring Evidence of the Illuminated 
Fathers of the firſt and pureſt Ages of Chriſtianity ? 

Trus the Seffarian Holders- forth in Oliver's 
Days preached upon Judges v. 23. and aſſured 
their Audiences, that all who did not aſſiſt Oliver 
againſt the King, were Curſed under Meroz. 

Can we be Duliful Chriſtian Children, if we 
deſpiſe and ridicule the Illuminated Fathers of the 
firſt Ages of Chriſtianity? Is not this giving too 
great Advantage to the Atheiſts, Deiſt, Cc. of 
this Age, whom you have ſo ſolidly confuted ? 

How came the Church of England to be in- 
fallible ſince the Reformation? If the is, how came 
it to paſs that ſhe allowed Calvin, Bucer, Peter 
Martyr, and other Puritans, to mangle her firſt Re- 
formed Liturgy? If ſhe is not, how came her pre- 
ſent Liturgy to be unalterable now more than for- 
2 8 CE es Por moron merly, 
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merly, and to be ſer up in Oppoſition to the moſt 
ancient Liturgies, and even the Miſtakes and Faults 
of it to be maintained fo obſtinately, and with ſuch 
unbecoming Warmth, that, if Chriſtianity were at 
Stake, no greater Outcry could be made? 

Is it reaſonable to ſet up any Modern unprimi- 
tive Practice againſt Antiquity, Univerſality, and 
| Conſent ? DR te #3 IN ARE 

Is it decent to compare the Revival of daily or 
ſrequent Communion, enjoined by K. Edward VI. U. 
firſt Common Prayer-Book , to purſuing a Flea 
that leapt out of a Duſi-Backet? h? 

Can a Clergy-man expect to reform the Laity 
into a decent Way of ſpeaking of the Holy Euchariſt, 
if he ſets them an Example of treating it diſreſpect - 
fully, or with roo much Levity, or gives way to an 
imaginary Wit on ſo grave and Divine a Subject? 

Dor a lawful Vocation or Calling, lawfully 
proſecuted, diſqualify a Perſon from Religions Du- 
ties, even the Higheſt ? If it doth, whether is not 
this finding Fault with GOD himſelf, upon the 
Rebound, for not only allowing of ſuch Callings, 
but alſo of making them frequently neceſſary by 
his Providence? It thus it is not, where is the 
Strength of your Exchange Argument? Unleſs you 
can ſhew that a Man'cannot go innocently into a 
Tavern, or drive a Bargain without Fraud. 

Do you propoſe to convince thoſe that are for 
the Reſtoration of ſome primitive Uſages that they 
are in the wrong, by calling them Diſciples of 
Mr. Stephens, who, you own, was an Euthuſiaſt ? 
Or by calling them Separatiſts, Seekers, fanciful, 
puffed up, turbulent, Schifmaticks, Gc. And what 
is the Man who gives theſe fine Names to People 
who do not deſerve them from him? 

| oy Ho 
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How do you reconcile their being Enthu=. 
fraſts, as being deſcended from Mr. Stephens 
their Founder, and their being Diſciples of Rome 
at the ſame time, and yet make it out that they 
want to be reformed back to Rome again, in order 
to become good Church of England Men? This is 
pretty intricate, and needs a Commentary. 3 571 
I Have heard of a Tub- Preacher who ſaid, I 
will tell you, Beloved, there are four Ways of fol- 
lowing Cu RIS I; the firſt is, to go before him; 
the ſecond, to go up- ſides with him; the third, 
to go behind him; and the fourth, not to fol- 
low him at all. There is Riddle for Riddle for you. 
You very well know, Sir, that the Church of 
Rome has made ſuch 2 number of Things neceſſary 
before ſhe will acknowledge that Conficitur Sacra-: 
mentum, or that there is a true Sacrament (of the 
Altar) that it is indeed a Miracle if ever ſhe hath 
it once, in Truth, upon her Altars; for though 
ſhe doth not make the not mixing of Water with 


Grain of Wheat, and the Juice of one unripe Grate, 
happen to be in the Bread and in the Mine, this 
ſpoils all. Doth our Reſtoring the Mixture, which 
was ever the Practice of both the Greek and the 
Latin Church, and which was enjoined by our firſt - 
Reformers, and which was diſuſed only in Compli- 
ment to Calvin and other Puritans, make us more 
odious to you than Rome herſelf, though ſhe robs 
the People of the Cup? If ſo, I pray GOD to 
forgive you. ' | 

Dorn not that Text you cite, in 1 Cor. xv. 29. 
about Baptizmg for the Dead, evidently ſhew, that 
there are Paſlages in Holy Mrit which need an Ex- 
planation. And it lo, whether were the _ 
| | ic 


_ ; a 4&4 Hf az — — 


the Wine a Nullity, yet if the Flower of one unripe 


ata VB wc an ma ooa cw. _ 


(17) f 
ted Fat herr, or are the Moderns, who often de- 
| clare againſt Hlumination, moſt likely to give us 
the true Senſe of ſuch Paſſages ? | 
Is it fair to make the Mixing of Water with 


Vine, as Atrocious as Sacrificing of Children to the 


Devil, or as Nadab and Abihu's offering of Wild- 
Fire in Rebellion againſt GOD? | 
I REMEMBER to have heard of a certain Diſ- 
ſenting Teacher in the North, who maintained that 
it is as great a Sin to cut a Cabbage on a Sunday, 
as to cut a May's Throat; and I am very ſorry that 
you can now be quoted for putting the Sacrificing 
of Children to the Devil, and the Mixing of Water 
with Wine at the Chriſtian Altars, upon a Level. 
WHeN, you was employed in Converting the 
uakers, which was a noble Employment, and in 
which Almighty GO D was pleaſed to bleſs you 
and your Pious Endeavours with great and won- 
derful Succeſs, they very often called you all the 
out-of-the-way filthy Names they could think of, 
or that their Malice could ſuggeſt, ſuch as Viper, 
Steeple-houſe-man, a meer Letter-man, blind, igno- 
rant, &'c. you did not like it, although you bare it 
and all their Reproaches with much Chriſtian Pa- 
tence; yet you could calmly tell them, Pray read 
Jude 9. and from thence learn who is the Father 
| of Railing as well as of Lying. How came you 
then ro approve in your own Practice now, what 
| you and every one elſe, except themſelves, 
thought m_—_ in theirs then? _. 
Ir the Traditions mentioned 1 Coy. xi. 2. and 
2 Theſ. ii.1 5. have no Deſcent, as you term it; will 
not the whole Grand and Sacred Depoſitum delt= 
vered by the FATHER to the Son, and by him 
to his Apoſiles, and by my to their 9 
| | an 


. 
and ſo downwards from Generation to Genera- 
tion, loſe of its Evidence and binding Force up- 
on us? And if ſo, is it not a noble Achieve- 
ment to make it leſs credible? | 


Wuazrnzr doth Deut. iv. 2. relate to the 7c. 


i Law only, or to the Goſpel alſo? If to the Law 
only, then pray conſider your Argument drawn 
from it; for as I take it, the whole New Teſtament 
has been added ſince: If to the Goſpel alſo, then I 
- wiſh to know whether you think that Text a Pre- 
| cept or a Prophecy? Vet miſtake me nor, for I am 
very far from thinking it lawful to add to, or ſub- 
ſtract from, or to alter the Goſpel ; but I think this 
cannot be proved from Deut. iv. Yet Gal. i. 8, 9. 
doth prove it effectually, ſo the thing is true; but 
you have happened to go too far back to prove it. 
And thus it often fares with thoſe who are too 
buſy with the Old Teſtament, and fancy they find 


. ont in it all the ſmalleſt Tranſactions of every little 


Corporation in every Corner of the Eart. 
I x it be found upon Tryal, that CHRIS T did 
make uſe of the Mixture when he inſtituted the 


Holy Euchariſt , will it be proper to ask , What 


End of Religion is ſcrved by it?” And in this 
Caſe is it reaſonable to expect that we ſhall be 
more Wiſe or more Holy tor leaving out what 
CRHRISHTH thought fit to uſe, than by following 
his Example, by whoſe Stripes we are healed ? 

AN p it it be doubtful, whether CyrisT did 
make Ufe of Water upon that ſolemn Occaſion, 
and if it cannot be proved that he did not make 


uſe of it, then is it not ſafer and more modeſt to 
make uſe of it along with the whole Chriſtian 


World, than to be wiſe in our own Conceits, and 
run counter to all Chri/tzanity without any Cer- 


tainty, 
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99 
tainty, eſpecially in a Matter which was never ſo 
much as alledged to be ſinful? For thus we may 
happen to omit the doing as he did. I chink this 
is putting the Caſe at the loweſt. 

How came it to be lawful to conſecrate by any 
Form of Words, ſince CHRIST hath ſet us no 
particular Form whereby to conſecrate? OT 

How came Baptizing of Infants to be lawful, 
or indeed not to be ſinful, ſince there is no parti- 
cular Precept for it in the New Teſtament? 

How came the (Saturday) Sabbath to be laid 
aſide, and the firſt Day of the Week to be kept as 
the Lox Þ's Day without a particular Precept? 

Ir it be lawful, as you acknowledge, to rake 
away and alter ſome Practices of CHRIST him- 
ſelf, and of his Apoſiles, by what Power was this 
done? And is it not as lawful to revive or re- 
ſtzre ſuch Practices by the ſame Pommer. 

Is not the Diſuſe of the Practices, which you 
plead for, founded upon Tradition? And it (> dor 
not this raiſe even that very Tradition which you 
are againſt ſo high, as to make you think your- 
ſelf ſafe in ſuch Diſuſe? Is Tradition only valuable 
when it gives Countenance tothe Diſuſe, Abolition, 
or Aiteration, of the Practices of Curr $T. and his 
Apoſiles, but becomes abominable, cven a Nebuſh- 
tan, when it is brought to give Countenance to 
the Reſtoration or Revival of ſuch Practices? | 

You have been very kind in vouchſafing to 
tell your ſeparating Schiſmatical, &c. *sgreat News, 
that the Greeks mix warm Water with their Mine; 

| we know they do, but not always; and we know 
a ſo that they ad iiniſter the Holy Euchariſt to the 

Laity in both kinds. And now I mult tell you 
News in my Turn. The Primitive Church, all o- 
„„ ver 
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ver the World, kept up a very ſtrict Correſpon. 
dence within herſelf evere where by Communi. 
catory Letters, And I am of Opinion that it 
will puzzle you to prove that Navigation and 
Commerce was not as extenſive in the then Chriſten. 
dom as it is now, eſpecially ſo far as the Correſpon- 
dence of Chriſtian Churches with one another was 
concerned, BJ 
Ir it be wrong in the Romaniſts to threaten Dam. 
nation to all who are not of their Party, is it better 
im others? And if it is not a damnable Sin to revive 


Primitive Uſages, which are not ſinful nor ſhame- 


ful; why all this Pother, and ſuch hard Words, 


which nothing can juſtify, unleſs it were an Apo- 


ſtaſy from the Faith ? 


Ir a Man want a Leg or an Arm, is it damnable 
to ſay he is not a perfect Man; and becauſe he is 
not a perfect Man, is he therefore o Man, or not 
a Man at all? Or is he more perfect becauſe he 
wants a Limb, than if he had it? Or is it a good 
Reaſon for a Man not to be well when he may, 
becauſe he hath been long ſick? _ "ITY 

Wer not the Biſhops and Prieſts of England, be- 
fore the Reformation, as ſtrongly bound down not 
to alter the Worſhip of the then Church of England, 
as any of her preſent Clergy are, or can be now, | 
not to alter what they have given their unfeigned 
Aſſent and Conſent unto? How then is the Re- 
formation to be juſtified upon your Bottom? 

Is not the Practicè of the Court of the Index at 
Rome as ſtrong and as dangerous againſt the Holy 
Scriptures themſelves, as againſt the Writings of the 


early Fathers, for Rome has had both in her Poſſsſſion, 


How can your Reaſoning then be of any Force, 
unleſs you could prove that the Court of the In- 


dex 
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dex was coeval with Chriſtianity in Rome, and that 
irs Juriſdiction was extended all over the Eaſt and 
Africa, as well as the Weſt? For if not, then it is 

[ain there muſt have been a very great Number 
of Copies both of the Holy Scriptures and of the Fa- 
thers diſperſed all over the Chriſtian World before 
it was erected; ſo that if they of that Court were 


as great Huckſters as it is poſſible for Men to be, 


yet they could hurt nothing before they had a 


Being; nor is it eaſy to believe that all Copies of 


either the Holy Bible or of the Fathers could have 


fallen into their Clutches ſince their Erection. 


How doth S. Paul's referring himſelf to 
CARISI diſcharge or reje& the Evidence of the 
Fathers during the Chariſmata ? 

By what new Conſtruction is a profeſs'd , ex- 
preſs Imitation of CHRIST, a Forſaking theForn- 
tain of living Water ? And which is moſt likely 
to pleaſe him, a ſtubborn Refuſing to imitate him, 
from political Conſiderations, or a ſincere and hear- 
ty Endeavour to imitate him, without any political 
Vic, at the Hazard of Perſecution and Defamation ? 

By what Conſtruction can they be ſaid to have 
forſaken the Rule of Faith, who believe and pro- 
feſs the Three Creeds,and who adhere to the Grand 
and Sacred Depoſitum, without Addition, Diminu- 
tion, or Alteration *. | FO 
ls it good Divinity to hold that no more is to 
be expected from the Letter, when by that is un- 


derſtood all outward Inſtitutions, but only to point 


out unto us ſpiritual Things? Is not the Kernel 
conveyed as well as guarded by the Shell? Is not 
the Definition of a Sacrament, in the Church Cate- 
chiſm, ** An outward viſible Sign of an inward and 
** ſpiritual Grace, gwen unto us, ordained by 

| | CHRIST 
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©CHnkIsrT himſelf; as a Means whereby we re- 
ce ceive the ſame, and a Pledge to aſſure us there. 


of? Doth not then the outward viſible Sign in the 


Lox »'s Supper convey the inward and ſpiritual 
Grace into the Souls of the Suſceptive? And is this 
no more than a pointing out of ſpiritual Things 
to us? | 
ALTHOuGcH Baptiſm is very properly a Fi- 


gure, yet is it no more? Doth it not convey the 


inward and ſpiritual Grace, which is, © Death un- 
to Sin, and a new Birth unto Righteouſneſs” And 
is it not called the Laver of Regeneration? Tit. iii. 5. 

I's not the Body and Blood of CHRIST verily 
and indeed taten and received in the Lo Rp's Sup- 
per, as the inward Part, or Thing ſignified ? 

Is there no Difference between performing out- 
ward Inſtitutiont, and truſting to that Performance? 

Is Mixing Water with Wine fitly compared to 
worſhipping the Hoſtia? Or doth it baniſh the Si- 
KIT? Or doth it hinder CHRISHTH from being 


reullh preſent in the Holy Euchariſt ? Or when pre- 


ſent, doth it hinder his being received in it? 
Ix the People you are plcalcd to call Separatiſts 
and Turbulent be a Society, muſt they not be go- 

der nel by the Rules of Society? And can they ho- 


neſtly be ſaid to overturn Diſcipline, becauſe they 


do exert it? | 
ls there is Pride in the Caſe, which ſhews moſt 
of ic? They who refuſe the four Propoſals above 
mentioned, which they acknowledge are not fin- 
ful, and which are ſo far from being raiſed to Ar- 
ticles of Faith, that a meer Compliance with them 
is all that is asked, and that only as an Expedient 
for Uuion, nor as neceſſary Things; or they who, 
being convinced of the Neceſſity of the in 
. 1 Hh 
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do only deſire them that are not ſo convinced 
to uſe them? Ke * OO IVE. 

Can CHRIST's Practice be juſtly called ſe- 
cret, when publickly atteſted by the Practice of 
the Primitive Church, and the Evidence of the l-. 
luminated Fathers? FO 

O can it be reaſonably preſumed, that the 
Illuminated Chriſtians of the firſt and pureſt Ager 
ſhould fall into any Capital Error, with one Cons 
ſent, without Diſcovery or Reprooſ from the Ho 
LY SPIRIT? Or can it be preſumed that the 
Hory GrosT would have illuminated them if 
they did? This were to make him acceſſory, at 
leaſt by Connivance, to their Sms. "Uo e 

Is it not a pretty good preſumptive Evidence, 
at leaſt in Favour. of any Primitive Uſage Which 
was univerſal, and in Practice during the Ara 
of the Chariſmata, if it paſſed without Cenſure, Ne- 
proof, or a Diſcharge , in thoſe Ages? Becauſe 
although Errors did creep in, and Tares were 
ſown very early by the Enemy, yet they could 


not long continue, nor get Head without Diſco- 


very and Condemnation during the Chariſmata d 

Is your Eight Evidences tor the Holy Scrip- 
tures, which are very excellent, could be apply'd 
to the Writings of the Fathers, would not that 
bind you down to receive them as Part of the ſa- 
cred Canon? If then they are not a Part of the ſa- 
cred Canon, are they incapable of being Eviden. 
ces for it, or Explai ners of it? 

I nave now gone through what I under- 
took at the Beginning, and wiſh from my Heart 
you had ſaved me the Labour, by not giving 
the Occaſion ; and if for the future you will 
write without Reflect ions, but with as Troug 

| 8 gu- 
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ham Fo you ps or can,, 1 ſhall h * 
give you any farther Trouble of this. Nature. 
Tou Had. þformerly.a. very good and, uſcfyl Ta- 
ik „ Writing; if you Have. loſt, 4,1 ſhall. be 
it 2 55 fert ſorry for it; and if. you will not. beſtow = 
it upon this Subjeck, or your old Friends, wot 
may. let it alone and welcome. But it you 
do. Write, pray do it in ſuch a decent Manner as 
Will ſarisfy. the World, that you are in queſt of 
Truth, and not in a Paſi on, which is never the 
Way to make a Convert. Your own. good Way, 
which. is much more becoming, of ſoft Wards 
and bard Arguments, got you many Converts, 
which, in the Way you are now in, you could 
never have made. Remember however, that the 
People you are pleaſed to call Separatiſts , have. 
made Propoſals for Peace, but your other Fricnds 
| have made none; they! muſt have all or king. 1 
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bote Seebeben. eee ee eure 
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In Page 6, line 31. * Alteration, read Reſtoration. | 
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